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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 4-12, 33-52 are presented for examination. Claims 2-3, 13-32 have 
been cancelled. 

2. It is noted that although the present application does contain line numbers in the 
specification and claims, the line numbers in the claims do not correspond to the 
preferred format. The preferred format is to number each line of every claim, with each 
claim beginning with line 1 . For ease of reference by both the examiner and Applicant 
all future correspondence should include the recommended line numbering. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1,4, 6-12, 33, 36-39, 41-48, 51-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being anticipated by Celis et al. (U.S. Patent 6,021 ,405) in view of "Information 



Access in Context" (Budzik), and further in view of Martin et al. (U.S. 2003/0005134 A1). 
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5. As to claims 1, and 38, Celis teaches the invention as claimed include: a method 
or formulating context representations, the method comprising: 

selecting at least one transformation rule being selected base on the plurality of 
transformation rules, the at least one transformation rule being selected base on the 
plurality of text items (the match method identify those rules having an operator that 
matches a particular expression (text items), col.21 , lines 4-7) and at least one of the 
first property associated with the computer application ( the guidance structures an 
enable method, match functions, promise functions, cutoff methods, and guidance 
methods are utilized in determining which rules to use, col. 21, lines 1-13; col. 15, lines 
11-22); 

generating the context representation by applying the at least one transformation 
rule to the plurality of text items (generating a context for an expression input query 
with selected required physical properties , col. 14, lines 27-31, lines 46- 57; col. 24, 
lines 13-61); and 

storing the context representation in a computer readable media (col. 15, lines 
54-65). 

6. Celis does not explicitly teach determining a first property associated with the 
computer; selecting a plurality of text items associated with a computer application 
being manipulated by a user. However, Budzik teaches determining a first property 
associated with the computer application (determine the number and combinations of 
required physical properties that will be considered for each input's plan as well as the 
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sequence that each input query is to be considered, col. 12, lines 42-51; col. 14, lines 
29-31, and lines 48-52; col. 24, lines 14-17); and 

selecting a plurality of text items associated with a computer application being 
manipulated by a user (page 3, section 3.1 ; page 6, section 5.1 ). 

7. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that to incorporate the teaching of determining a first property 
associated with the computer; selecting a plurality of text items associated with a 
computer application being manipulated by a user as taught by Budzik because this 
provide user with enough information about each item quickly evaluate its utility in the 
context of the work she is performing without requiring additional effort. 

8. Celis and Budzik do not explicitly teach determining a second property 
associated with the user, and selecting a rule base on the second property associated 
with the user. However, Martin teaches determining a second property associated with 
the user (the information transmitted to the location may include an identifier identifying, 
for example, the user (e.g., a user ID) and/or the client machine (e.g., a machine ID), 
paragraph 56) and selecting a rule base the second property associated with the user 
(based on the generated user profile, content (one or more rules) is selected, paragraph 
54-55 / content (rule) is selected base on the identifier, paragraph 56). 
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9. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that to modify the teaching of Celis, Budzik to incorporate the 
teaching of determining a second property associated with the user, and selecting a rule 
base on the second property associated with the user as taught by Martin because this 
allow more efficiency and more flexibility. 

1 0. As to claims 4, and 39, Celis teaches the first property includes at least one of 
the identities of the computer application software and the type of the computer 
application software (col. 17, lines 20-30). 

11. As to claims 6, and 41 , Celis teaches the at least one transformation rule 
includes eliminating text included in a signature section of the e-mail application (col. 
19, line 63 -col. 20, line 30). 

12. As to claims 7 and 42, Celis teaches the computer application is associated with 
content, and the first property is a associated with at least on of a subject matter of the 
content, a genre of the content, and a type of the content (col. 2, lines 53-59; col. 9, 
lines 36-42). 

13. As to claims 8-9, and 43-44, Celis teaches first property is determined based on 
an indication provided by the user (col. 2, lines 40-59). 
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14. As to claims 10, and 45, Celis teaches transforming the context representation 
based on a user input related to a trait of search (col. 4, line 66 - col. 5, line 12). 

1 5. As to claims 11-12, and 46-47, Budzik teaches determining an information 
source on which an information search should be conducted based on at least one of 
the first property and the second property (page 6, section 5.1; page 9, section 5.4). 

16. As to claims 33, and 48, Celis teaches submitting a database query based on the 
context representation (col. 12, lines 39-44). 

1 7. As to claims 36, and 51 , Celis teaches the computer application is associated 
with a multi-step active task and the first property associated with the computer 
application includes an identifier of a particular step in the muti-step task (col. 6, line 65 
- col. 7, line 5). 

18. As to claims 37, and 52, Celis teaches the at least one transformation rule is 
selected based on the plurality of text items, the first property, and the second property 
(col. 17, lines 20-30; col. 20, lines 56-64). 
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1 9. Claims 5, 34-35, 40, 49-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
anticipated by Celis et al. (U.S. Patent 6,021 ,405) in view of "Information Access in 
Context" (Budzik), further in view of Martin et al. (U.S. 2003/0005134 A1), as applied to 
claims 1, and 38 above, and further in view of August et al. (U.S. Patent 6,647,383 B1). 

20. As to claims 5, and 40, Celis, Budzik and Martin do not explicitly teach teaches 
the application software is an e-mail application. However, August teaches the 
application software is an e-mail application (col. 26, lines 54-56). 

21 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that to modify the teaching of Celis, Budzik, and Martin to 
incorporate the teaching of application software is an e-mail application as taught by 
Martin because this would improve in information search engines to eliminate or reduce 
the difficulties, and to satisfy the needs, are desired. 

22. As to claims 34-35, and 49-50, August teaches the computer application includes 
a web browser, and a type of content associated with the web browser is electronic mail 
(col. 18, lines 51-54; col. 26, lines 54-56). 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CAMQUY TRUONG whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3773. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng Ai An can be reached on (703)305-9678. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Meng-Ai An/ Camquy Truong 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2195 

August 12, 2008 
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